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minded by any single group of "wise men" or "elder statesmen of science." This is not to say, however, that there shouldn't be much more discussion, both in public and among scientists, about priority questions. The danger would come only if a single school of thought were to gain control of the system.  I think we do need a better system for priority setting for that part of applied research that is a responsibility of the federal government, particularly applied research that relates or potentially relates to technology assessment and to health, safety, and environmental regulation.
WILLIAM T. BUTLER:
An explicit national science policy systematically setting scientific priorities and their funding allocations would not be in the best interest of basic research or of academic institutions.  It runs counter to the evolvement process of research ideas and to academic values and peer review.
LEO M. HENIKOFF:
Despite this substantial level of federal support, the government does not prepare a coordinated annual budget for R&D and issues no long-range plan for future programs and expenditures.  In place of a single comprehensive policy, one can find a number of individual science policies.  Increased federal obligations for academic R&D in recent years, for example, reflect an effort by federal policy makers to raise the level of support for basic research. The absence of a single codification is not an oversight.  It has failed to materialize even in the face of an early legislative mandate to the National Science Foundation and numerous recommendations subsequently for development of a national policy for science. The fact that neither the federal government nor the universities have made progress in this direction suggests a preference for continuing to operate without one. Given a congressional reluctance to restrict its options and powers and an underlying fear in some university quarters that "policy" could mean "control," there is little reason to expect formulation of a policy in the near future. Instead, there is an urgent need for the Office of Management and Budget to publish annual five-year projections